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La Crise Religieuse du XYe Stick. Le I'ujx el le Concile (1418-50). Par
NofiL VALOIS, Membre de l'lnstitut. 2 vols. (Paris : Picard, 1909.)

IT is needless to say more of thin important work, in a notice too long
delayed, than that it is by M. No€l Valois, and is just what we should
expect from him. The narrative flows on as if there were no notes filled
with criticisms and rearrangements of evidence; the notes tell their own
story almost without the text, and yet the two fit in most exactly. The
author has an absolute control of the sources, and yet the details are
never allowed to obtrude themselves. The work is thus a model of literary
art and of historical exactness. In reading it one is tempted to wonder
why the period has so often appeared not only difficult but dull. M. Valoia
makes it appear quite easy, and he never suffers it to be dull.

A few points clearly made may be indicated here. Martin V did not
ratify all the decrees of the council of Constance, either in his bull Inter
ctmctas of 22 February 1418 condemning Wyclif or in his declaration
of 22 April 1418 upon Falkenberg and the Polish appeal; he dealt merely
with isolated points. On the other hand, it is equally clear that the
council did not seek confirmation for its decrees. The struggle between
oonciliar and papal supremacy remained therefore where it was, and
remained for future settlement. The pope was prepared to call councils
at the dates fixed for their meeting. But the place was a difficulty; he
hesitated about the place fixed, Pavia, and as few came there, and an
epidemic prevailed, Siena was chosen. Then the negotiations with the
Siennese citizens are traced, resulting in their safe-conduct to the pope,
which would have subjected the council to him. The muster here was
not strong; the pope probably did intend to come in person, but the
intrigues of Alfonso of Aragon and the endeavours of the French ' nation'
for reform raised difficulties for him. Basel was named as the next place
of meeting, and then the council, which never showed any signs of life,
was dissolved. The papal policy was only occasional, and guided by
circumstances; there was as little of greatness in it as there was in the
debates of the council itself, but the small changes which moulded it
are well and clearly traced. Martin V must bear the responsibility for the
dissolution, but that responsibility is in any case small. ' The care of
His church was left in the hands of God,' a pious reflexion which was as
real as most other things at Siena.

Before Martin V died he had done much for the papacy, at Rome
itself and elsewhere; he had even made a beginning with reform. But
the question of pope against council, or (a solution better than anything
else) their co-operation, still remained open. Little delays and small
expedients, even excuses that had some reality, only put off the evil day.
The election of Eugenius IV in 1431, 'self-opinionated like all Venetians,'
waa marked by an election capitulation which begins a new series. The
cardinals were anxious as a college to have a full share in the papal govern-
ment, and this each cardinal promised to give if elected in the matter of
a council; the majority of the sacred college was to fix the place and time
of its assembly. M. Valois rightly sees here the real distrust of the
council by the cardinals. Then the state of Bohemia, which made Ce3arini
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disinclined to take the responsibility of president, affected others besides
the great cardinal. Thus matters moved towards the dissolution on
18 December 1431. But the council, which denied the pope's right to
dissolve it, went on sitting. The sketch of the gradual change by which
Eugenius was led to approve of the council's continuance (14 February
1433) is one of the most interesting parts of the work. ' The victory of
the council' in 1433 follows—a result brought about largely by the growing
hostility of the cardinals to Eugenius and the growing support given by
the states of Europe to the council, now more largely attended; the
strong and independent part played by Cesarini stands out. Two minor
points may be mentioned to illustrate the thorough method of the author :
the interesting identification of the unhappy Prior Thomas executed in
1431 in theColonna plot (p. 107), and the discussion of the so-called bull of
13 September 1433, which was really a paper by Antonio di Roselli (pp. 252-
60). The years 1434-5 form a truce between pope and council, but by their
close an understanding between pope and council is impossible. By this
time Cardinal Aleman is numbered among the enemies of the pope, and his
career, so ably sketched of late by Dr. Perouse, is interesting and significant.

Political causes helped the pope, and the council broke up into cliques.
Union with the Greek church—a matter dearer to the pope than to the
council—caused difficulty, especially as to the place for the council of
reunion. The council broke out into disorder, which even showed itself
at Constantinople. Aleman came forward as the leader of the extreme
anti-papaliets, and Cesarini lost his hold upon them. Before the pope
transferred the council to Ferrara it had been already seen plainly that the
council could only prove ineffective: the cardinals did not wish for
a reform, and the fathers could not bring it about. The triumph of
Eugenius was slowly prepared, and its causes, political and diplomatic, are
described with great skill. Rapidly follow the deposition of Eugenius IV
by the council under Aleman on 25 June 1439 ; the papal union with the
Greek church, temporary but a diplomatic success; the constitution Moyses
of 4 September on the authority of councils, repeating an old argument
of Torquemada's against the decrees of Constance on the point; the
election of Felix V, the new antipope, after the council had vindicated
themselves against the definitions of the constitution Moyses; a set
discussion at Florence in which Cesarini was appointed to defend, Tor-
quemada to attack the supremacy of general councils; the definition of
the relative rights of pope and council by the bull Elsi turn dubitemus
(20 April 1441). Thus the general principle had at length emerged, but
its emergence was due more to accident and trifles than to definite action
on strong lines. In the later reconciliation with the empire, due so much
to the ability of the papal representatives and especially of Aeneas Sylvius,
the diplomatic caution of the pope was to be noted ; he could not wholly
escape reviewing the decrees of Basel or even of Constance, but by a secret
act declared that being too ill to examine duly the German demands
he annulled any concessions he had made which were against either the
doctrine of the church or the authority and rights of the holy see. The
expedient was peculiar, but the illness was real, and after having received
on 7 February 1447 the homage of the German ambassadors the pope
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died on the 23rd. In his last discourse to the cardinals he found comfort
in the love shown to him by God in the many chastisements He had sent
him ; ' he had not known,' says Aeneas Sylvius, * a single day of tran-
quillity in all his reign.' It was easy for his successor, Nicholas V, to
formulate the triumph which Eugenius had really gained, and the year
of jubilee signalized it. But the exact authority of councils was settled
more by practice than by theory; even the decree Frequent ordering
their regular assembly could be disregarded now, although Eugenius
had so painfully kept it in the letter. Advocates of the conciliar theory
—which the ineffectiveness of the councils themselves had discredited
—remained; but the papal theory, formulated afresh by its advocates
even if not denned by the popes, really held the field, and events seemed
to have given it a new vitality. J. P. WHITNEY.

The first English Life of King Henry the Fifth. Edited by C. L. KCNGSFORD.

(Oxford : Clarendon Press, 1911.)

THE rediscovery in the Bodleian library of the long-lost' Translator of Titus
Livius' quoted by Stow and other Elizabethans and used by Heaxnc
a century later, but successfully concealed by a wrong entry in Bernard's
Catalogue, shows that such finds need not be despaired of even in the
most unlikely places. Lest a reflexion may seem to be cast upon the
present staff of the Bodleian we hasten to add that in this case the recovery
was due to Mr. Madan. In identifying the Life of Henry V in Bodley MS.
966 with the missing work Mr. Kingsford must have had (though he does
riot say so) one of the most pleasurable thrills that relieve the scholar's
labours, and he has edited it with even more than his usual patient care.
This labour is expended upon no mere literary curiosity, for the anonymous
translation of Titus Livius's semi-official biography of Henry V has
great interest both for the historian of that king's career and for the
student of English literature. From the citations and descriptions of the
sixteenth-century writers it was already known to be a good deal moro
than an English version of IiviuB, the author having incorporated in it
material from memoirs of Henry V's life compiled by bis contemporary
the fourth earl of Ormonde, or at least working up his reminiscences.
What gives special importance to its rediscovery is that Stow and Holinshed
are now seen to have far from exhausted the matter it contains which
is drawn from this lost source. It was Ormonde's stories of Henry's
life as prince which specially attracted the Elizabethan historians, but
even in the case of these it is no small gain to have them in their oldest
extant form. Moreover, owing to Stow's imperfect method of indicating
his sources we are only now in a position to state with certainty that
such a story as that of the riotous Prince Henry lying in wait for and
robbing his own receivers was told by his contemporary Ormonde and
not invented, as Mr. Solly-Flood maintained, eighty years after Henry's
death, by Fabyan, the London chronicler. It is impossible to escape from
Mr. Kingsford's conclusion that the legend of Henry's dissolute youth,
though exaggerated by contemporary ecclesiastical prejudice and still
more by the Elizabethan dramatists, has some foundation in fact. These
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